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6.1 Description of Alternatives  

6.1.1 Alternative 1: No Restaurants 

Alternative 1: No Restaurants would preclude the development of buildings on Site A. The 2.06 acres of 
Site A would be converted to approximately 150 parking spaces, and would not be developed with 6,000 
square feet of food service building space.  

Construction Noise and Vibration 

Grading and site preparation activities are the loudest aspects of construction, and the grading and site 
preparation involved with Alternative 1: No Restaurants would require the same amount of ground 
disturbance as the Proposed Project. Thus, similar to the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would span the 
same amount of acreage within the same proximity to vicinity noise receptors. However, Alternative 1 
would result in the construction of less building space. For these reasons it can be assumed that 
construction-related noise generated under this alternative would be produced for a slightly shorter 
period of time than the Proposed Project. As previously discussed, the City’s Municipal Code exempts 
construction noise from noise standards provided that construction is limited to between the hours of 
7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, and between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on 
Saturdays. Construction-related noise that occurs as a result of construction activities adhering to these 
daytime restrictions is deemed to comply with the City Municipal Code. Additionally, like the Proposed 
Project, Alternative 1 would still be subject to both City General Plan Noise Element Policy 1.3, which 
requires noise control measures in areas of new construction, and Noise Element Policy 3.1, which 
requires the reduction of noise associated with noise-producing activities, such as construction activities, 
on noise sensitive land uses. As determined in Section 5.0 of this Assessment, the Proposed Project would 
result in a less than significant impact concerning construction noise with the imposition of mitigation 
measures. Thus, the reduced development intensity of Alternative 1, adhering with the same type of 
noise-reducing mitigation, would also be expected to result in less than significant construction noise. 

Similar to construction noise, Alternative 1 would result in the same amount of ground vibration as the 
Proposed Project. As with the Proposed Project, the use of virtually any type of construction equipment 
during construction of Alternative 1 would not result in a groundborne vibration velocity level above 0.2 
in/sec at the nearest offsite structures.  

Operational Noise 

Operational noise sources associated with Alternative 1 would include mobile and stationary sources (i.e., 
mechanical equipment, lumber yard operations).  

As determined in Section 5.0 of this Assessment, predicted increases in traffic noise levels associated with 
the Project would not result in any mobile-source noise level standards being exceeded.  Alternative 1 
would generate 37 percent less traffic on vicinity roadways. Such a decrease in automobile trips would 
equate to similar to slightly less traffic noise compared with the Proposed Project, depending on the 
specific roadway segments. For instance, the greatest reduction of traffic noise would occur on the 
segment of Stonehill Drive between the Project driveway and Camino Capistrano. Specifically, 37 percent 
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less Project traffic on the segment of Stonehill Drive between the Project driveway and Camino Capistrano 
would result in a 0.3 dBA CNEL decrease compared with the Proposed Project. All the remaining vicinity 
roadway segments would experience the same level of traffic noise with implementation of Alternative 1 
compared with the Proposed Project.  

Alternative 1 would include several onsite noise sources such material handling vehicles stacking, loading 
and unloading products, back-up beepers, delivery trucks, a trash compactor, a baler, and other 
mechanical equipment and parking lot noise. However, compared with the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 
would not include any fast-food restaurants.  Table 16 shows the predicted noise propagation associated 
with daytime, evening and nighttime operations of Alternative 1, as predicted by the SoundPLAN 3D noise 
model, in comparison to the Proposed Project. Additionally, daytime and nighttime activity noise contour 
graphics (Figure 8. Alternative 1 Noise Propagation – Daytime Activity and Figure 9. Alternative 1 Noise 
Propagation - Evening & Nighttime Activity) has been prepared to depict the predicted noise levels. 

Table 16. Predicted Onsite Operational Noise Attributable to Alternative 1 

Receiver 
Number Receiver 

Alternative 1 
Daytime 

Noise Levels 
(dBA Leq) 

Comparison 
to Proposed 

Project - 
Daytime 

Alternative 1 
Evening & 
Nighttime 

Noise Levels 
(dBA Leq) 

Comparison 
to Proposed 

Project – 
Evening & 
Nighttime 

1 Residential Neighborhood to the North 
(in the City of San Juan Capistrano) 44.2 dBA Same 42.4 dBA Same 

2 Residential Neighborhood to the North 
(in the City of San Juan Capistrano) 44.6 dBA Same 42.6 dBA Same 

3 Residential Neighborhood to the North 
(in the City of San Juan Capistrano) 43.5 dBA Same 43.0 dBA Same 

4 Commercial Area to the East 
(in the City of San Juan Capistrano) 48.3 dBA Same 48.3 dBA Same 

5 Commercial Area to the East 
(in the City of San Juan Capistrano) 51.8 dBA -0.5 dBA 51.8 dBA -0.5 dBA 

6 Commercial Area to the East 
(in the City of San Juan Capistrano) 49.9 dBA +0.6 dBA 49.9 dBA +3.3 dBA 

7 Hotel to the Southeast 
(in the City of San Juan Capistrano) 30.2 dBA Same 30.2 dBA Same 

8 Residential Neighborhood to the Southwest 
(in the City of Dana Point) 46.4 dBA +0.1 dBA 46.4 dBA +2.6 dBA 

9 
Residential Neighborhood to the West, across San 

Juan Creek 
(in the City of Dana Point) 

46.4 dBA +0.2 dBA 44.6 dBA +0.2 dBA 

10 Creekside Park to the west 
(in the City of Dana Point) 46.3 dBA Same 44.7 dBA +0.1 dBA 

11 
Residential Neighborhood to the West, across San 

Juan Creek 
(in the City of Dana Point) 

44.3 dBA -0.1 dBA 39.9 dBA -3.7 dBA 

Source: Stationary source noise levels were modeled by ECORP using SoundPLAN 3D noise model. 
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 Figure 8. Alternative 1 Noise Propagation - Daytime Activity
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 Figure 9. Alternative 1 Noise Propagation - Evening & Nighttime Activity
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As shown in Table 16, Alternative 1 would result in the same amount of noise at the majority of vicinity 
receivers compared with the Proposed Project, a greater amount of noise at three receivers, and less noise 
at two receivers. 

6.1.2 Alternative 2: Reduced Density – 2,000 Square Feet of Restaurant Building Space 

Alternative 2: Reduced Density – 2,000 Square Feet of Restaurant Building Space, would allow for 2,000 
square feet of fast food restaurant building space as opposed to 6,000 square feet. Alternative 2 would 
result in 4,000 fewer square feet of building space compared with the Proposed Project. However, the 2.06 
acres would still be subject to grading and site preparation.  

Construction Noise and Vibration 

As previously discussed, grading and site preparation activities are the loudest aspects of construction, 
and the grading and site preparation involved with Alternative 2 would require the same amount of 
ground disturbance as the Proposed Project. Thus, similar to the Proposed Project, Alternative 2 would 
span the same amount of acreage within the same proximity to vicinity noise receptors. However, 
Alternative 2 would result in the construction of less building space (4,000 fewer square feet). For these 
reasons it can be assumed that construction-related noise generated under this Alternative would be 
produced for a slightly shorter period of time than the Proposed Project. As previously discussed, the 
City’s Municipal Code exempts construction noise from noise standards provided that construction is 
limited to between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, and between the hours 
of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on Saturdays. Construction-related noise that occurs as a result of construction 
activities adhering to these daytime restrictions is deemed to comply with the City Municipal Code. 
Additionally, like the Proposed Project, Alternative 2 would be subject to City General Plan Noise Element 
Policy 1.3, which requires noise control measures in areas of new construction and, Noise Element 
Policy 3.1, which requires the reduction of noise associated with noise-producing activities on noise 
sensitive land uses, such as construction activities. As determined in Section 5.0 of this Assessment, the 
Proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact concerning construction noise, with the 
imposition of mitigation measures. Thus, the reduced development intensity of Alternative 2, adhering 
with the same type of noise-reducing mitigation, would also be expected to result in less than significant 
construction noise. 

Similar to construction noise, Alternative 2 would result in the same amount of ground vibration as the 
Proposed Project. As with the Proposed Project, the use of virtually any type of construction equipment 
during construction of Alternative 2 would not result in a groundborne vibration velocity level above 0.2 
in/sec at the nearest offsite structures.  

Operational Noise 

Operational noise sources associated with Alternative 2 would include mobile and stationary (i.e., fast 
food restaurant drive thru, mechanical equipment, lumber yard operations) sources.  

As determined in Section 5.0 of this Assessment, predicted increases in traffic noise levels associated with 
the Project would not result in any mobile-source noise level standards being exceeded.  Alternative 2 








































































































